This study focuses on deliberative democracy practices in Caturtunggal village, specifically in the sub-village (dusun) of Seturan, Karangwuni, and Ambarukmo. The study assesses the quality of deliberation in these dusun by applying the three out of five indicators of deliberative democracy theory by Fishkin (2009), namely information, subtantantive balance, and equal consideration. This study deploys qualitative descriptive method and case-study approach with in-depth interview as the main data gathering technique. This deliberation has put Village Consultative Board (BPD) period of 2013-2019 as a mediator and to consider arguments and deliberative results. Based on the indicators which proposed by Fishkin, Seturan and Ambarukmo are categorized for having semi-ideal deliberation, meanwhile Karangwuni is categorized as not ideal. The study also finds elite capture practices in Seturan and Karangwuni, but they do not impact significantly.
INTRODUCTION
The search of ideal democracy is still done that often triggers serious debates on what liberal, deliberative, or associative are. In the study of discourse, the idea of deliberation becomes more popular since the writing of Habermas has been spelled out the concept of public sphere (Habermas, 1964) (Fishkin, 2009 ).
The concept of deliberation is also conveyed by Fung who mentions that the theory of deliberative democracy is an ideal political idea that offers a fundamental shift in political decisionmaking. According to him (Fung, 2005) , deliberation activities require a neutral facilitator, so the discussion process becomes more fluent and there is no domination. In their interesting findings (Fung and Wright, 2001) 
